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REPLY TO ARCHBISHOP IRELAND'S STRICT- 
URES UPON THE METHODIST 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

BY THE REV. WILLIAM BUET, D.D., LL.D., BISHOP OF THE METHODIST 
EPISCOPAL CHUECH, RESIDENT IN EUEOPE. 



Last February, on the occasion of Mr. Eairbanks's visit to 
Rome, Archbishop Ireland made, through the press, a most violent 
attack on the work of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Italy, 
and more especially on that in the city of Borne. He was sup- 
ported by his colleagues and dependents from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, and soon all the forces of Romanism in Europe and 
America were bombarding us from every side. 

The Archbishop said : " American Methodists in Rome are 
active and pernicious proselyters. I was in Rome last winter, and 
I made a very particular study of the Methodist propaganda. 
The means employed are by no means honorable." " The books 
circulated and displayed in their bookstores are slanders." 

Later, in April, on the occasion of Mr. Roosevelt's visit to 
Rome, the attack was renewed, and Archbishop Ireland added 
that "the Methodist propaganda was vile and calumnious in its 
assaults upon Catholic faith and dishonest in its methods to win 
proselytes." " I have received from Rome," he says, " most re- 
liable data that more than justify any statement I have heretofore 
made, or may at any other time be prepared to make, with regard 
to this Methodist propaganda." 

In view of all that had been published, the Board of Bishops 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, on May 9th, issued a brief 
statement in which they denied the accusations, challenged proof 
and reaffirmed their confidence in the work and workers in Italy. 

In reply to this, Archbishop Ireland contributes a long article 
in The North American Review for July, in which, with a 
great show of documentary evidence, he pretends to confirm his 
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outrageous assertions and statements by a method strangely lack- 
ing in candor. 

We freely concede that, having received his cue, the Arch- 
bishop made skilful play to do his part effectively. It was a dif- 
ficult task to apply esoteric rules of judgment before a world 
jury, particularly when he was set to convict a reputable eccle- 
siastical body of offences of which his own client had long been 
notoriously guilty. 

Thus doubly handicapped, the Archbishop might be excused 
for making a brave show of confidence in his cause for tactical 
purposes, and even for resorting to cumulative emphasis where 
equity failed him; but there can be no warrant for so garbling or 
perverting the written words of the Bishops as to make them mean 
more or less than they meant in their proper relation. The Arch- 
bishop must have known that not one in a thousand of his readers 
would have at hand the words of the Methodist Bishops. Their 
statement of the authorized methods of their Church in all Cath- 
olic countries was brief and very temperate. It was quite within 
the compass and dignity of his undertaking to quote it entire; 
moreover, it was indispensable to an honest presentation of the 
status of the question in issue at that juncture. The Vatican 
had arraigned the methods of the Methodist Church in Italy. 
The Bishops clearly stated those methods, the methods endorsed 
by them and sanctioned by the Church, viz. : " The preaching of 
the Gospel in its simplicity, and conducting schools where they 
are needed, schools which recognize the plain teachings of the 
New Testament as of supreme authority in religion and ethics." 
But in his first article, taking the responsibility for giving what 
he calls "the pertinent points of the Bishops' statements," the 
Archbishop omits this entire section, which contains the essence 
of the Bishops' utterance ! Omits it while appearing to be quot- 
ing continuously ; omits it without any mark, remark or printer's 
sign showing any omission at that point, though he does indicate 
other omissions ! We do not like to believe it, but from what later 
appears in his article (page 29) it would seem that he omitted 
this official statement of authorized Methodist methods in order, 
at a convenient point in his discussion, to blanket in, as if under 
the Bishops' endorsement as a part of Methodist methods, certain 
alleged practices which he well knows would be condemned by 
every Bishop and by every leading Methodist in the world. 
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Again and again he dexterously quotes the Bishops' words that 
" our methods are the same that they have been for forty years," 
in such forced connection as utterly to falsify their plain mean- 
ing. No exigency of debate can cover this offence against candor 
and simple honesty. When an advocate virtually asks his jury 
to trust him to give the "pertinent points" of his opponent's 
brief and omits to quote the most pertinent he has done a wrong, 
whicb, being discovered, must cost him the confidence of his jury 
and the loss of his case. He has obscured the truth in order to 
perpetrate an injustice, and this under the guise of telling the 
truth and serving justice. 

Observe: What the Methodist Bishops did declare and endorse 
as to methods the Archbishop carefully leaves out, and by the 
ruse of a cunningly laid train of intimations and inferences 
running through several pages he manages to substitute the al- 
leged tricks of a lot of conscienceless ex-priests and other hire- 
lings — as he paints them — as " methods " having the endorsement 
of all the Bishops of the Methodist Episcopal Church in their 
bald lying ! By such subtlety the Bishops are made to slander 
themselves and their Church. Then the complacent prosecutor 
himself starts the applause in anticipation of a verdict won! To 
quote his own words far more fittingly than where he used them, 
this is " moral integrity with a vengeance." 

The Archbishop will pardon us if we now call into question 
the truthfulness of some of the statements made and the re- 
liability of some of the documents produced. 

He first asserted that he had been to Home and had studied 
the Methodist propaganda for himself. Yes, we know that Arch- 
bishop Ireland has often been to .Rome. Once we remember he 
came to defend Americanism, but surrendered to autocracy, and 
as penance for his daring liberalism wrote an article on the 
necessity of the temporal power of the Papacy. Later he came 
to deliver an address on Abraham Lincoln, but refused to do 
so when he learned that, the King of Italy was to be toasted at 
the same banquet. 

In these frequent visits to Borne the Archbishop might have 
studied our work for himself, since we have always kept open 
house and have done nothing that we were ashamed of or afraid 
to have him see. We cannot possibly understand his utterances 
— many of them mere inventions — except on the ground that per- 
vol. cxcn. — no. 659. 35 
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sonally he was ignorant of the facts, and that as a faithful serv- 
ant of the hierarchy he simply signed his name to that which 
he was told to say by his master at the Vatican. This seems the 
more evident from the fact that nearly all the material in the 
article appeared simultaneously in the Eoman Catholic papers 
throughout the United States in April, having been forwarded 
from Eome. 

The Archbishop pretends to derive the evidence in support of 
his allegations from four principal sources : " Four and One-half 
Years in the Italy Mission — A Criticism of Missionary Methods," 
by Dr. B. S. Stackpole; " Europe and Methodism," by the writer; 
" Cenni Storici della Chiesa Methodista Episcopate " ; and 
" L'Evangelista." Under this cover, however, he brings in his 
" most reliable data." Later we shall see how very reliable it is. 

If the Archbishop had personally studied the situation he 
would not have been compelled to go back and dig up an old 
book which is out of print, written sixteen years ago, and which 
at the time of its publication was ably answered by Dr. J. M. 
Buckley and others who were perfectly familiar with the situa- 
tion. The same book was answered again recently in The North 
American Review by Dr. S. M. Vernon. We did not imagine 
that the Archbishop was so hard pushed for material that he 
would reprint those old statements and figures without verifying 
them or that he would dress them up as recent facts. The book 
was printed in 1894. Many of its statements refer to incidents 
and gossip that took place twenty or thirty years prior to that 
time and had no reference whatever to facts existing then or 
now. No unbiased mind reading the book can fail to be im- 
pressed with two facts — that it was written by a disappointed 
man and that the difficulties of our mission work in Italy were 
tremendous because of the centuries of Papal dominion. If space 
would permit we would turn that whole book back on Archbishop 
Ireland and make him and his Church directly responsible for 
all the unworthy characters therein described. Can any one im- 
agine for a moment that Archbishop Ireland is really distressed 
because "the members of the Methodist Episcopal Church in 
America, whom he personally knows and esteems," are being 
deceived and hoodwinked by those who represent them in Europe ? 
Thank God, we do not have to go to him or to the Vatican for 
a certificate of character. Our people know us and have con- 
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fidence in us. The King of Italy, his Government and the Italian 
people, among them many liberal priests, know us, and we have in 
our possession precious tokens of their esteem and confidence. 

The difficulty is that American Methodists and American 
Protestants generally do not know what Roman Catholicism is 
at its chief centre; nor do they understand its attitude toward 
other religious faiths. Archbishop Ireland says that the atti- 
tude of the Vatican toward the Methodists is that " of absolute 
aloofness." What audacious courage he must have to make use 
in public print of such an expression ! How inconsistent, for in 
another place he says that this Methodist propaganda has gone 
so far that the Vatican was obliged to organize a special " So- 
ciety for the Preservation of the Faith" to counteract the in- 
fluence of the Methodists. We have known this for years and 
we have in our possession the Pope's letter authorizing its or- 
ganization. But the business of this society was not to stand 
"aloof," but (here we borrow the language of the Archbishop) 
" by vile epithets, most shameless calumnies, insults most out- 
rageous, dishonorable methods, and the co-operation of the lowest 
and most disreputable allies," to thwart our purpose at every step. 
More than once we have felt the sting of its whip and have seen 
others suffer under its relentless persecution. As far as the law 
will permit, it operates according to the old methods of the In- 
quisition. The people who attend our meetings and the children 
who frequent our schools are all known to this society, and every 
imaginable influence is brought to bear on them in order to get 
them away from us. The boycott, ostracism and scorn are the 
common weapons of the confessional. " Cajoled " by the priests, 
the wife torments her Irasband, the young woman threatens not 
to many the young man to whom she is engaged, and people snub 
their friends simply because they associate with these nefarious 
Methodists. People may drink, swear, lie, steal and live as de- 
bauchers and this " Society for the Preservation of the Faith " 
will not trouble itself; but one thing they must not do — they 
must not enter an evangelical church, because there they will 
lose "the faith of their fathers." We have seen children cry 
bitterly because they were taken from our schools; and our con- 
verts, many of whom before they came to us had not been inside 
of a Papal church for years, have suffered ostracism and hunger 
rather than yield to the cruel pressure from these zealous servants 



548 TEE NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW. 

of the Papacy. They would use the thumbscrews, the dungeon, 
the rack and the stake if they could. Thank God, that day is 
forever past ! 

While we were erecting our great building on Via Venti Set- 
tembre we had five lawsuits on hand at one time, all of them 
provoked and sustained against us by emissaries of the Vatican. 
We won out, however, in every instance. For ten years we fought 
through all the courts, from the lowest to the highest, for our 
right to be in Italy at all. The clericals said that we had no 
legal standing in the country and hence could not hold property 
nor receive legacies. In the lower courts, where Papal agencies 
could influence the judges, we lost every time; but in the higher 
courts we found justice, all previous decisions were reversed, and 
our legal position and rights fully and definitely established. We 
have won our present freedom inch by inch and have come up 
through much tribulation. 

Eecently our Baptist friends and members of the Salvation 
Army have also been having troublesome times in Italy. There 
have been persecutions at Floridia, Noto and Bisaccia. In Sep- 
tember, 1909, Kev. Mr. Fasulo, a Baptist minister, wrote a 
pamphlet criticising some of the foolish priestly inventions about 
St. Corrado, a patron saint. The clericals became furious and 
cried that such a heretic should not be tolerated in that place. 
The priests spoke against him from the pulpit. A procession was 
formed and a pretended urn of the saint was carried through the 
streets. When the wrath of the fanatical mob was at white-heat 
the poor deluded people were incited to set fire to the Baptist 
church, and the pastor with his daughter had to flee for their 
lives. 

At Ploridia the priests asserted that Protestant preachers were 
advocates of a new religion and that they worshipped the devil. 
For a long time there had been no rain, and the priests informed 
the people from the pulpit that the cause of the drought was the 
presence in their midst of these Protestants. Little slips of paper 
were distributed exhorting the people to drive out the heretics. 
Then a priest passing before the Protestant church, carrying the 
host, halted and gave the sign for the ignorant women to batter 
the door with stones. On October 17th, 1909, while the wor- 
shippers were assembled at eleven o'clock in the morning and the 
young pastor was preaching on the Beatitudes, the place was 
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violently assaulted by a mad crowd led on by the priests. Much 
damage was done and several persons wounded. 

These are only some of the episodes in our endeavors to teach 
the people lessons in the liberty of the Gospel of Christ. We 
could fill volumes with such incidents, all certified to by public 
documents and the testimony of persons now living. This is not 
ancient history, but modern, and represents the spirit and attitude 
of Romanism toward all Protestant denominations to-day. 

Talk about " bribing " and " cajoling." They are the ones 
who are in that business. We have had no money to give away, 
and to take care of the poor people whom Eomanism has im- 
poverished would be an impossible task. The Papacy absorbs 
all the money, lands, industries and energies of a people and, 
having reduced them to ignorance, beggary and rags, leaves them 
to suffer. For proof of this we have only to look, not at the 
history of Italy alone, but at that of all the so-called Eoman 
Catholic countries of the world. 

These defamers of the Methodists in Eome have much to say 
about the enormous sums of money they assert we spend in 
Italy. Some of them, like Archbishop Ireland, say "twelve 
millions," others "fourteen millions" and others over "twenty 
millions," while the fact is, as shown by Bishop Cranston, only 
$1,635,84.8 has been spent in all these thirty-eight years, and a 
large part of that sum is still available in valuable properties. 
But in the use of figures, as in the use of adjectives and epithets, 
they seem to have no regard for truth, so long as they can make 
the desired impression. 

Does not Archbishop Ireland know that we are obliged to keep 
strict accounts of all money received and expended, and that 
the Methodists in America know, and he also may know, where 
and how every dollar has been spent? Do the people of the 
Eoman Catholic Church in America know how the millions that 
flow into the Vatican treasury are spent? Try, if you can, to 
get a look into their accounts. "Italy," says the Archbishop, 
" is the Catholic of Catholic lands." " Eome is the Pope's ex- 
clusive parish." The following lines taken from the Vatican 
paper "Rome," February 26th, 1910, would seem to indicate 
that not all in the city of Eome are the devoted followers of the 
Pope. Speaking of the recent commemoration of the martyrdom 
of Giordano Bruno, it says: 
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" Every year the annual demonstration has grown in size and menace. 
This year it has not been confined to Rome, but has been duplicated in 
Florence, Naples, Bari and elsewhere. It is estimated that over twenty 
thousand persons [50,000 nearer the truth] took part in the procession 
here. It was composed of the usual elements, freemasons, socialists, 
anarchists, university students and various labor organizations. The 
municipality of Rome was represented by a majority of its members. 
The cortege was headed by an immense inscription : ' The Roman Democ- 
racy for Giordano Bruno. Against the religious congregations. For the 
School. For the Family.' Whenever this demonstration passed a 
Catholic church on the line of march it dipped its banners in sign of 
protest. The orators of the occasion were the Deputies who represented 
in Italian Parliament the centre of the Catholic world. All denounced 
the aggressions of the clericals and clamored for the suppression of the 
religious congregations [meaning, of course, monks and nuns], for the 
enactment of new laws against the Church, and above all for the aboli- 
tion of all religious instruction in the schools." 

The same paper continues : 

" This may well serve to call attention to the present situation in the 
Eternal City. Of its five Deputies four are violent anti-clericals, and the 
fifth can be anti-clerical on occasion; its mayor is bitterly anti-clerical 
and is one of the chief personages of Italian freemasonry. The last 
shred of religious teaching has been abolished in the public schools ; the 
organizations of the working classes are dominated by the anti-clerical 
spirit; three-fourths of the newspapers are anti-clerical." 

This is not our representation of conditions in Rome, but what 
a Vatican paper acknowledges. We must remember, too, that 
these Deputies in Parliament and representatives in the municipal 
government are elected to their responsible positions by the votes 
of the people who are determined to free themselves from Papal 
and priestly rule. It would seem from all this that the Pope 
had lost his influence even in his own parish, and that at present 
a large majority of the population of Eome is anti-clerical. We 
Methodists in Italy are not proselyting, but by the help of God 
we are seeking to lead the people back to a simple faith in Jesus, 
the Son of God and the Saviour of the world. 

We make no apology for that which the Archbishop quotes 
from " Methodism and Europe " and " Cenni Storici." We are 
sorry that he did not quote more, because these passages express 
in the mildest possible form what Roman Catholicism is in Italy 
and the need of our mission there. After fourteen years of 
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residence in Borne, there is no need of a "penny child's Cate- 
chism" in order that we may learn what Eomanism is. We axe 
not talking about ancient theories or printed doctrines, but about 
what we know the institution stands for at its chief centre. If, 
however, the Archbishop would like to have us discuss the Cate- 
chism, we could do it, as we have copies on hand in both English 
and Italian. We have often wondered at some of the things 
omitted from this Catechism; as well as at some of the instructions 
given in it and claims made by it. For example, in the Italian 
edition, the second Commandment is left out and the tenth divided 
into two so as to complete the number. The Eev. William Burgess, 
of Eome, writes that a Catholic Catechism recently sanctioned by 
Pope Pius X contains the following question and answer : Q. "If 
a Christian should be offered a Bible by a Protestant, what should 
he do?" A. "He should reject it with horror; and if he may 
have received it inadvertently, he should immediately throw it 
into the fire or give it to the parish priest." 

Now, let us look at some of " the most reliable data." On page 
17 of The North Amebican Review for July Archbishop Ire- 
land says : " That the purpose of Methodism is understood by the 
Boiuan population, Catholic and non-Catholic, is made clear by 
'II Giornale d'ltalia' (April 5th, 1910), a newspaper quite suf- 
ficiently tinged with modernism and anti-clericalism to absolve 
it from any spirit of subserviency to the Vatican." Then follows 
a quotation from "II Giornale d'ltalia" which is certainly not 
very complimentary to the Methodists. We were amazed when 
we read it in the Archbishop's article, for this paper, one of the 
most respectable in Borne, had always spoken well of our in- 
stitutions and work. We immediately procured a copy of "II 
Giornale d'ltalia" and also of "La Tribuna" for April 5th. 
The two papers are now before us, and the paragraph quoted by 
Archbishop Ireland is precisely the same in both, but both papers 
declare that it is a communication from the Vatican. "II 
Giornale d'ltalia " has for head-line : " That which they say in 
the Vatican." " La Tribuna " has for head-line : " The thought 
of the Santa Sede" (Holy See). "II Giornale d'ltalia" says 
that the declaration was furnished by the Vatican and simply 
reported by them. " La Tribuna " says that the information was 
furnished by an eminent person and agrees perfectly with what 
the Santa Sede would express in an official note concerning the 



552 TEE NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW. 

Fairbanks-Roosevelt incidents. When a few days ago we related 
these facts to an eminent citizen he replied : " Some people say 
that the Bible declares that ' there is no God/ but it is well to 
look into the Bible and see for yourself who made the declaration." 
Did Archbishop Ireland knowingly and deliberately attempt to 
deceive the American public in this matter, or did he simply 
quote the paragraph that was furnished him from Eome and 
blindly sign his name to it ? 

The cartoon in " L'Evangelista," entitled " My kingdom is not 
of this world," which the Archbishop criticises, was a photograph 
of a model made by an eminent artist in competition for prizes 
that had been offered for the best representation of " The fall of 
the temporal power of the Papacy." This model won one of 
the prizes, and the photograph was furnished to our editor by 
the artist himself. Nothing could have been more appropriate 
for the celebration of the 20th of September. 

On page 18 the Archbishop says : " ' La Nazione ' of Florence, 
a quite un-Catholie journal, publishes, April 13th, 1910, on the 
occasion of the visit of Mr. Roosevelt to Eome, a letter of its 
Roman correspondent. Among other things he says : ' Some 
days ago, passing through Via Venti Settembre, I stopped to 
glance at the titles of books exhibited in the windows of their 
[Methodist] publishing-house. Here are samples: ' Le Infamie 
dei Papi' ('Infamies of Popes'), ' Le Lordure dei Pontifici' 
('Pontifical Filthiness'), 'II Papa va Scacciato' ('The Pope 
Driven Away'), and so on, in the list before my eyes." 

Here also we must make a few corrections in the Archbishop's 
"most reliable data." Everybody in Italy knows that "La Na- 
zione " of Florence is an ultra-conservative paper in strict alliance 
with the clerical party. No windows of our publishing-house 
front on Via Venti Settembre, and only one small window where 
books and papers are exhibited on Via Firenze. The fact, how- 
ever, is that the books mentioned were never published, owned 
or sold by us. No one ever saw them in our window at any 
time, for we have never had them. Hence the statement of the 
correspondent is absolutely false, simply invented for the oc- 
casion. If the Archbishop had only reported what he saw, since 
he says he was there and investigated for himself, he would not 
have fallen a victim to such unreliable data of others. No doubt 
such books can be procured in Rome, though we have never seen 
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them; but the titles given indicate what the Italian people are 
constantly thinking and talking about. 

We are called to account because we do not always speak of 
the Roman Catholic Church in " L'Evangelista " as the Catholic 
Church. Is the Church of Rome to-day Catholic? In no sense 
does it have any moral right to appropriate to itself that designa- 
tion. We can hardly any longer say " Roman " because a ma- 
jority of the people of Rome have repudiated it. Its proper title 
is the "Papal Church." This justly indicates its character. 
Certainly we are not insulting any one when we say Papal Church, 
since every loyal Roman Catholic must reverence and obey the 
Pope. 

In referring to the celebration in Rome of the Giordano Bruno 
anniversary, February 17th, 1910, the Archbishop says that the 
event "was seized upon by socialists and anarchists as a pro- 
pitious occasion to vent forth insults against civic law and order, 
no less than against the Catholic Church, against religion of any 
kind or form." The London " Saturday Review " describes the 
Bruno demonstration as disgraceful to common civilization. But 
the demonstration was anti-Papal; it obtained applause from 
" L'Evangelista." 

We have seen that the Mayor of the city with a majority of 
the municipal council were there, that many of the leading 
members of Parliament were there, that university students 
from all over the country were there, the working - men's 
associations were there — in a word, fifty thousand representatives 
of the brain and brawn and hope of new free Italy were there 
to commemorate the martyrdom of a hero of liberty. Of course 
the demonstration was anti-Papal, because it was the Pope who 
burned Bruno. Of course it was anti-Papal, because to the 
Italians the Pope is the personification of autocracy and tyranny. 
It is absolutely false, however, to say that the demonstration was 
" disgraceful to common civilization " and " against civic law and 
order." It was an orderly, dignified, enthusiastic demonstration 
of an intelligent, determined people such as would have reflected 
honor on any land. The trouble was that the Archbishop's data 
instead of being " most reliable " was from a clerical correspond- 
ent to the London " Saturday Review." If the Archbishop had 
been there he could not have failed as an American to have been 
touched with the enthusiasm of the people. The music and 
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marching would have reminded him of his own free land. Of 
course many of those in line belonged to the extreme parties. 
Are they not where they are to-day because of the tyranny of the 
Popes ? The pendulum is swinging back to its proper place and 
we Methodists are helping to bring it there. "L'Evangelista," 
one of the ablest papers printed in the Italian language, un- 
hesitatingly applauds all such demonstrations on the part of a 
redeemed and tree people. 

Here says the Archbishop : " The climax is reached in the 
hearty endorsement given to the ' Asino.' " " I quote," he says, 
"from the Koman journal, 'II Bastone,' February 11th, 1910." 
We must here inform the public of an important fact which the 
x\rchbishop has failed to mention, namely, that " II Bastone " is 
a paper wholly at the service of the priests. It is entirely clerical 
and hence " most reliable " for the Vatican. 

If Archbishop Ireland, instead of giving to the press that which 
had been sent to him from Eome, had simply taken the trouble 
to read the "L'Evangelista" for himself, he would not have 
dared to misrepresent us and deceive the public as he has done 
by quoting only a part, leaving out that which gave the meaning 
to the whole. The copy of " L'Evangelista " referred to is before 
us. It says : 

" We applaud the purpose of the ' Asino ' to support the minority 
of believers who are being crushed by the Church of the state. It would 
seem that this fighting organ of Sig. Podrecca is coming toward the 
right way. There are other problems loftier and more complex than 
simple anti-religious positivism. — There are fields of common activity 
upon which we may give a fraternal hand in the sacred war against 
the heresies and the obscurantism of Romanism. When ' L' Asino ' shall 
have taken a decided position toward these questions, vastly more im- 
portant and more practical, its combative force will be multiplied a 
hundredfold and no magistrate will then be disposed to prosecute it 
because of its criticisms of the sacrificial eucharist. — This new direction 
of ' L' Asino' is indicative and will excite serious preoccupations in 
Vatican circles." 

A later number of " L'Evangelista " said : 

" It will be useless for us to affirm for the hundredth time that our 
support of ' L' Asino ' is based simply on our recognition of the right 
of propaganda and criticism and not on the fact that we agree with all 
of its ideas. We jealously reserve our right to disapprove the rational- 
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istic and anti-religious campaign of ' L'Asino,' believing it to be damaging 
to the cause of anti-clericalism and foreign to the propaganda of 
socialism." 

There is no equivocation or compromise in the position of 
" L'Evangelista." It stands every time for pure religion that 
manifests itself in truth and righteousness. 

After the Archbishop has forcibly allied "L'Evangelista" to 
" L'Asino," he asks : " What is ' L'Asino '? It is the filthiest of 
filthy publications. Its articles reek with obscenity. Self-respect- 
ing people quickly turn away when at the street-corner kiosks 
their eyes light upon its lurid illustrations. In November, 1908, 
the United States postal authorities forbade its entrance into 
America." 

Bather an unholy alliance for a Methodist paper! But let 
us look at the " facts," for perhaps here again the Archbishop 
may have been misinformed by those who were " aloof " from the 
truth. We admit that " L'Asino " is terrific in its war on the 
Papacy, and even Archbishop Ireland must admit that it is very 
able and most effective. In saying, however, that " self-respecting 
people quickly turn away when their eyes light upon its lurid 
illustrations " he condemns at one stroke tens of thousands of 
the best and most intelligent people in Italy who do not turn 
away from it, but buy it and read it. Will the Archbishop tell 
us which is the worst, " II Mulo " (" The Mule ") or " L'Asino " 
(" The Donkey ") ? " II Mvlo " was produced and is maintained 
for the express purpose of kicking "L'Asino." "II Mulo" is 
edited by a priest and deals in indecent jokes which are used 
to discredit and place in ridicule everything that has to do with 
liberalism. " L'A sino " prints the photographs of lovers of Pius 
IX, the cuts of the indecent figures on the bronze doors of St. 
Peter's, and of pictures in the loggia of the Vatican and holds 
up to public contempt the shameful moral teachings of "St. 
Alfonso dei Liguori." In its " pozzo nero " it gives the more 
recent disgraceful doings of Romish priests. 

That the things reported have been true is demonstrated by the 
fact that, though the laws in Italy against defamation are very 
stringent, and that though during seventeen years "L'Asino" 
has been prosecuted forty-three times, it has never been con- 
demned by the courts. 

Americans, of course, will be impressed by the fact that " in 
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November, 1908, the United States postal authorities forbade its 
entrance into America," as Archbishop Ireland informs us. What, 
however, are the facts? The Vatican, becoming alarmed at the 
damage being done to its cause by " L'Asino " among the Italians 
m America, sent Monsignor Palconio to America with the definite 
mission of influencing the Government to exclude " L'Asino " 
from the United States. This Monsignor soon put in mo- 
tion all the powerful machinery of the Eomish Church in 
America for the accomplishment of his purpose. He first directed 
his efforts toward the White House, but finding that this would 
not be the surest way to success, he then brought all his influence 
to bear upon the postal authorities and succeeded in his purpose. 
He was congratulated and rewarded by the Vatican. When one, 
then high in authority, was recently asked how this happened, he 
simply expressed his surprise and said that this was the first 
time he had known anything about it. Archbishop Ireland and 
his colleagues did it and then said that " the United States postal 
authorities forbade its entrance into America." The Archbishop, 
however, must know that " L'Asino " is still alive and has become 
an American citizen. More than ten thousand copies of the 
American -edition, which corresponds to the Italian, are sold every 
week. The priests, of course, are furious. Several times they 
have sequestered copies in local post-offices, but on learning the 
facts the postmaster has been obliged to let them pass. Perhaps 
they will soon bring " II liulo " across the water and set it to 
kicking " L'Asino " in America as it is doing in Italy, though 
we are of the opinion that the free air of America might not be 
good for "IlMulo." 

Perhaps the American public have not been informed of a re- 
cent case before the Supreme Court of Leipzig. Some time ago 
an editor of that city published a tract by a Mr. Perk, which 
was nothing else than a series of extracts from the moral theology 
of Alfonso dei Liguori translated into German, with a pref- 
ace which called attention to the immorality of such theological 
precepts. The State attorney initiated proceedings against the 
author and publisher of the tract, on the ground that it was an 
outrage against public morals and decency and a defamation 
against the Catholic Church. The court, however, acquitted the 
accused, because, while the publication of the tract was an offence 
against decency, it could not be regarded as immoral, since the 
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tract was published with the sole purpose of proving the im- 
morality of the teachings of Alfonso dei Liguori. An appeal 
was taken to the Supreme Court, which has confirmed in toto 
the sentence of the lower court, which pronounces as immoral the 
moral teachings of the Romish Church. 

On page 22 the Archbishop informs the public that "the 
Catholic Church is severe in its sacerdotal exigencies: the un- 
worthy priest is quickly forced from the ranks." All depends, 
of course, on what he means by " sacerdotal exigencies " and 
"unworthy priest." Every one knows that the Papal Church 
requires every bishop to obey the Pope and every priest to obey 
the bishop. If, therefore, the Archbishop means by "sacerdotal 
exigencies" absolute obedience to the Curia, we agree with him 
that the Eomish Church is severe, even very severe. But if he 
means by " sacerdotal exigencies/' purity of character and a 
strict moral life, we must confess that in Italy it is one of the 
loosest institutions in this respect we have ever intimately known. 
The Archbishop is right when he says that "so long as human 
nature remains some such [unworthy ones] there will be." That 
is so and they will be in every Church. But the virtue of the 
Church is in discovering such and turning them out of the 
sacred office of ministers of the blessed Christ. All over Italy, 
however, the immorality of the priests is proverbial. We do not 
mean by this that every priest is immoral; no, there are some 
noble exceptions, but many of them are shamefully so. If we 
should publish what we personally know on this matter, we fear 
that the district attorney would be after us for offending public 
decency. 

In Italy priests are not often tried or expelled from the Church 
for drunkenness, lying, dishonesty or immorality, but the mo- 
ment that one dares to pray for the King or Parliament, the 
moment he is known to venture inside an evangelical church, 
except as a spy, or speaks well of evangelical Christians, or tol- 
erates among his people the free circulation of the Bible, that 
very moment he is called to account. 

Some of the poor fellows have been so mirtured on Jesuitical 
casuistry that they do not know the meaning of truth or honesty. 
The end justifies the means. One day we received a most pitiful 
letter, well written, from a monastery. It was from a young 
man to whom some light had come and who wanted to get out 
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from that prison life. He said : " Please send a telegram stating 
that my father is dangerously ill and needs me immediately." 
We replied that we did not lie, even to get a man out of prison. 
He wrote then a long letter in which he tried to prove that in 
doing as he had proposed we would not be telling a lie because 
of the end to be accomplished. We have kept the letter because 
at that time it was for us a revelation. The Methodists have 
never sought cast-off priests. Those who have come to us have 
presented clean papers from the Papal Church, otherwise we 
would never have looked at them. After a few weeks or months, 
we have discovered that some of them were unworthy men and 
of no moral worth whatever. 

On page 27 Of the Archbishop's article we come to what he 
says he knows personally. " Of Methodist schools and refugees 
in Eome during recent years I speak from personal observation 
and inquiry." It was well that he added " and inquiry," for to 
my knowledge the Archbishop has never deigned personally to 
visit any of our schools, hence we look in vain for any informa- 
tion from personal knowledge, and what he has acquired through 
inquiry is not true. 

What are the facts? Soon after we arrived in Eome, in 1890. 
under the auspices of our Epworth League, we instituted during 
the winter season classes for the study of English, French and 
German. The class in English was especially well attended. 
The lessons, however, were not gratuitous, as the Archbishop 
asserts, because we wanted only those who really desired to study 
and were willing to pay for it. As soon as our pupils were able to 
read English we provided them each with a copy of the New 
Testament, which they read, committing some passages to mem- 
ory. Did we do harm in teaching these young people English 
and in storing their minds with some passages from God's word ? 
When the priests saw the success of our enterprise, Irish monks 
were brought upon the scene, and they opened classes in English 
on the same street with us and gave lessons gratuitously. We 
had other work to do and often had to be away from Eome, and 
when away there was no one else at that time to take our place. 
The trouble has been all the time that we have had to do our 
work amid bitter opposition and cruel persecution, but with 
absolutely inadequate means, while the Vatican has had its un- 
told millions with which to pay its agents. While, however, these 
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evening classes for languages did not continue many years, they 
passed into the more permanent educational equipment of our 
schools and institutions which exist to-day, and which were never 
more prosperous and efficient than now, as hundreds of our 
friends from America personally know because they have seen 
for themselves. 

In none of our schools is the instruction gratuitous. In all 
of them there are a few scholarships, as there are in schools in 
America, for the benefit of some poor but worthy boys and girls. 
What we lack all the time is adequate equipment. We need larger 
places in which to receive the many who wish to come to us and 
scholarships to help those who will do their very utmost to help 
themselves. If we could have one-fourth of the money the Arch- 
bishop says we have had, we could help to make Eome once more 
a Christian city. What our schools are and what we do and what 
we require are all clearly printed in our prospectus, which the 
parents or guardians of all children who come to us readily sub- 
scribe to. We have pupils from homes of many creeds and of 
no creed at all. We have faithfully kept our promises to the 
public "respecting the religious convictions of all," even though 
we have had a simple Christian service in the schools on Sunday 
and family devotions every day. No one but the Eomish Hie- 
rarchy has ever accused us of bad faith. We have ever sought to 
teach by precept and example what it means to be a loyal disciple 
of the blessed Christ, and if any of our pupils have become 
Methodists, as some of them have, it has been wholly of their 
own free will. Among the most precious treasures we have are 
letters from those who have been in our schools and are now out 
in the world meeting the problems of life with the knowledge, 
faith and love they there acquired. Here before us is a letter, 
just received, written by a well-educated man and it is only one 
of hundreds: 

" Rome, August 6th, 1910. 
" I have received the programme requested and I thank you. Desiring 
to give my two daughters a complete education, and desiring also that 
they may grow up in the evangelical faith, I would be so happy if I 
could place them in your magnificent and modern school, but un- 
fortunately my financial conditions will not permit me, and I must be 
resigned against my will to accept the offer of a relative of ours who is 
a nun in the College of , where my children would be received and 
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cared for at the expense of our relative, who, knowing well my anti- 
clerical opinions, would readily make this sacrifice to save my children, 
as she says, from perdition. It is painfully sad that in Italy, and 
especially here in Rome, we cannot get away from the influence of the 
despised priest. The trouble is that we have no adequate institutions." 

On page 29 the Archbishop becomes " hilarious " over the 
fraudulent exaggerations of the statistics reported. Had he for- 
gotten what he wrote on page 22 in regard to the severe sifting 
process? We leave it to him to harmonize the two statements. 
In Italy we have never been over-anxious about statistics of mem- 
bership. We have been content to sow seeds of truth, build in- 
stitutions and schools, print books and papers, and extend our 
spiritual and spiritualizing influence to the moral, social and civic 
life of the nation; and to-day we have abundant reason to bless 
God for the marvellous changes for the better that have taken 
place in this Kingdom under our very eyes during the past twenty 
years. Galileo is right, " The world does move," and that part of 
it which we call Italy is moving rapidly away from the Papacy, 
but onward and upward toward God. 

" Against the reports of Bishop Burt I set the statements," 
says Archbishop Ireland, "recently forwarded to me by a well- 
known Eoman priest actively engaged in counteracting the Meth- 
odist propaganda, Bev. P. Mandate, S. J." This is some more 
of the Archbishop's "most reliable data." Who is the one who 
furnished these data ? A Jesuit. He is one of those who have been 
so trained in Jesuitical casuistry that they do not know what truth 
means. We have here on our desk a book published by the Bev. 
P. De Mandate in 1904, a pretentious volume of 380 pages. It 
gathers up in one his several polemical tracts against Protestants 
in general and the Methodist Episcopal Church in Borne in par- 
ticular. He seems to have been stirred up especially against the 
Methodists because he found them distributing on the streets 
of Borne cards of invitation to their meetings. On the back of 
the cards was a list of the dogmas and practices that had been 
introduced into the Papal Church since the time of the Apostles, 
with the date when each one was accepted. Instead of replying 
to these historical facts, he makes a tirade against Protestants 
and their work. If his book could be translated faithfully into 
English and circulated among Americans, it would be a valuable 
document for Protestantism, since in it we find all the old pre- 
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tensions of the Papacy, in their most stupid arrogance, served up 
for us in Jesuitical sophisms. Here is what one in Rome says: 
" The large use which Archbishop Ireland has made of Pio De 
Mandato is sure proof of the pitiable poverty of his arguments. 
In Italy an article written by an Archbishop and padded with 
quotations from the writings of De Mandato would make even 
the stones laugh. He is, first of all, a Jesuit, member of that 
order created for the special purpose of combating and destroy- 
ing the Protestant Reformation. He is the leading spirit in the 
Society for the Preservation of the Faith, a society formed in 
Rome by the Jesuits for the express purpose of carrying on war 
against Protestants, and especially against the Methodists." Of 
his writings another says : " The critical review of his pretended 
historical facts only proves his bad faith. The courage acquired 
in demolishing so many historical truths renders him audacious 
in lying about facts that occur in the full light of our day.''' In 
his appeal to Roman Catholics to avoid Protestants, De Mandato 
says : " Do not allow yourselves to be seduced by the lies and 
captious sophisms of those who have miserably abandoned the 
sheepfold of Christ, but flee from them as you would flee from 
those infected by a plague." 

After producing all these most unreliable data, the Archbishop 
has the courage to conclude that he has proved his case against 
the declaration of the Bishops of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and has fufilled his task, which was "to justify the attitude of 
aloofness adopted by the Vatican toward Methodism," while he 
has simply proved his own aloofness from the truth. 

We, too, would venture to give our explanation of the Pair- 
banks-Roosevelt incidents. Cardinal Merry Del Val is a Span- 
iard. One of those who at heart detests Americans for what they 
did in the late war with Spain. He is now in an eminent posi- 
tion, the practical ruler of the Papal world. This was his first 
splendid opportunity to satisfy his spirit for revenge, especially 
with the leader of the " Rough Riders." He must, however, find 
some reason for his action and here conveniently at hand were 
the " pernicious " Methodists. Another motive may have been to 
crack a political whip over the heads of American politicians so 
as to intimidate all such who might come to Rome in the future. 
But God, who can make even the wrath of man to praise Him, 
will overrule these base and unworthy motives and make these 
vol. cxcu. — no. 659. 36 
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incidents to result in good for the enlightenment of the p«ople 
on the history and work of the Romish Church. 

Centuries have passed since our fathers broke with Borne, and 
a new generation has arisen that knows little about the Protest- 
ant exodus and of the struggles in the wilderness. Some from 
a cowardly dislike of religious controversy, some from fear of 
damaging their personal interests or of disturbing their personal 
peace and comfort, and some from a desire to appear tolerant, 
liberal and broad-minded in these days prefer to be silent on the 
Romish question. It seems to be an inconvenient subject for those 
who have political aspirations, for the lawyer, the doctor, the 
merchant, because of the tyranny which Rome exercises through 
her tremendous organization. Hence many public men have de- 
liberately ignored the subject, while some of our Church members 
regard it as a " bore." The result is, on the part of the people, a 
lamentable ignorance both of the evils from which the Reforma- 
tion delivered us and of the blessings which the Reformation 
brought us. 

Whatever we have of religious liberty in the nation, of purity 
and happiness in the home, and of personal independence of con- 
science we owe to the Protestant Reformation, to separation from 
the Roman Catholic Church. All was bought for us at a great 
price. Archbishop Ireland's article, and especially his closing 
paragraph, reveals the fact that the spirit of Rome is ever the 
same. Hence it is evident that there can be no peace with Rome 
until Rome abjures her errors, renounces her desire for temporal 
power, changes her character and is at peace with Christ. 

William Burt. 



